1941

PACIFIC WOOD TREATING
CORPORATION

July 9, 1987

Marcia Bailey

U.S. EPA, Region 10
1200 sSixth Ave.
Seattle, WA 98101

Dear Marcia:

I appreciate the oppor® -~ "V Lo meet with you and Mr. Feigner,
together with our resp ‘e consultants on July 21, regarding
the RBT closure plan submitted on February 22.

The following comparison of the plan and the EPA response re-
ceived on June 19, reveals a considerable communication P blem
conveying the appearance that the EPA consul!tant had not ally
examined the plan. Hopefully this meeting .i1l serve to erase
such misunderstandings.

EPA June 15 letter, page 2, paragraph 2

The intermittently saturated zone above the regional
aquifer would not be monitored, according to the plan
submitted. Instead, only the regional aquifer in the
Troutdale formation would be monitored.

Closure plan, February 22, page 18, paragraph 2

If any leakage or contamination has been caused by the
landfill, it would probably be detected at this clay
barrier rather than the reported static groundwater

level which is approximately 220-feet down. . . . Care
must be taken to define the uppermost impervious laver
under the site, and to determine if it holds a measurable
groundwater aquifer.

EPA June 15 letter, page 2, paragraph 2

Failure to use test drilling and/or soil borings to
characterize subsurface hydrogeology is a violation of

iy
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Closure plan, February 22, page 19, paragraph 2

Initially, two b6-inch wells will be drilled at the
assumed up-gradient and down-gradient locations, or
southeast and northwest, respectively. A pumping
test will be performed in order to verify the ground-
water flow direction.

EPA June 15 letter, paz= 2. paragraph 3
Provisions to properly determine ground-water flow
directions and rates have not been addressed in this

submittal.

Closure plan, February 2.2, page 17, paragraph 2
g P

s

Once results of this pumping test have been obtained,

the final two wells will be installed at the appropriate

locations.

EPA June 15 letter, page 3, paragraph 1

The plan does not address tuae frequency of analysis
for pentachlorophenol or arsenic.

Closure plan, February 22, page 20, line 1. and page 21, table 2

N

RBT Site-specific compounds include P7° and arsenic.

Please also note the enclosed letter from our consultant.

Anticipating a spirit of cooperation, I am looking forward to meet-

ing with you on July 21.
Sincerely yours,

[}
Bryant L. Adams, Ph.D.
Environmental Engineer

BLA:ga

Enclosure



Hazara Management Opecialists

July 2. 1987

Mr. Bryant Adams

Pacific Wood Treating Zorporation
Post Office Box 518

Ridgefield, Washington 38642

Dear Bryant:

This letter will summarize our comments to the EPA's review of
our closure plan. This closure plan addressed soil, water, and
waste sampling, and the installation of groundwater monitoring
wells. It was submitted to the EPA on February 22. 1987. The
EPA responded to the plan on June 22, 1987. The items are
addressed in the order in which they occurred in the letter.

The review letter from EPA claims that the hydrogeologic
characterization of the site is not addressed. Section VI of
the plan, on pages 18-21, addresses well installation and
testing. This section outlines the plan to drill two 6-inch
wells at the assumed up-gradient and down-gradient locations.
Wwith the two six-inch wells in place, pumping tests can be
performed to ascertain groundwater flow direction. This is
stated in the closure plan in the second paragraph of page 19.
Additionally, the second paragraph on page 18 discusses the
possibility of perched aquifers underneath the landfill. This
section addresses the plan to collect and document perched
water during the well drilling process.

The proposed groundwater monitoring plan was purposefully
nonspecific in order to allow for the best engineering,
decisions Lo be made in the course of the well installation.
The plan proposes O monitor the uppermost continuous aquifer
underlying the site, as stated in 40 CFR 265.90 (a). The plan
does not state where this aquifer lies, but if necescary, wells
9ill be completed to the depth of the kxnown aquifer, the
Troutdale formation. In the third paragraph of page 18, it
state that "wells to monitor the uppermost aquifer will be
installed”. If the local drinking water wells are any
indication of the uppermost continuous aquifer, the wells will
be approximately 150 deep.
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Test drillings, borehole logs, and lysimeter installation logs
were performed and prepared by Sweet, Edwards in their 1983
report. These 10gs did not reveal information that would be
contradictory to the proposed plan. It was assumed that EPA
had possession of these old reports from the prior closure.
These logs were used in the development of the closure plan.

As stated earlier, the pumping tests for aquifer
characterization with respect to groundwater flow were
specified on page 19 of the submitted closure plan.

The last paragraph on page 2 of the EPA letter appears to cite
a failure or deficiency in the plan because it proposed the
minimum acceptable number of monitoring wells. It 1s not
realistic to cite a deficiency before the monitoring system
exists,. because the process Of well drilling sample
collection, and pump tests will reveal the adequacy of the
plan. If at that time a more extensive investigation is
required, it will be conducted. In consideration of the low
deqree of hazard represented by the site, tOo propose any more
than the minimum acceptable detection systen is not based on

engineering judgement. The landfill has an excellent
warning system in the toe drain collection network. Since the
landfill has been constructed, the leachate from the cell has
never violated any hazardous waste standards and is essentially
equivalent to drinking water standards.

In the first paragraph on page 3 of the EPA letter, it state
that "the plan does not address the frequency of analysis for
pentachlorophenol or arsenic."” The closure plan as subm_ ted
states on page 20 that "RBT site-specific compounds include PCP
and arsenic.” Table 2 on page 21 specified that RBT
site-specific compounds will be analyzed quarterly for one
year, and gemi-annually thereafter.

We feel that neither the EPA nor the consultant read the
closure plan and the four months' review time offered them
ample time to carefully study the gubmitted report. We are
prepared to meet with you and the agency gstaff to discuss these
problems. Please call me if you have any gquestions.

iigperely.

Johnson

ent

ET:11s
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